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Either judgment is both true and false. The conclusion
is false when the conscious standpoint, i.e. consciousness in
general, is strong enough to offer resistance to the uncon-
scious ; but it is true when a weaker conscious standpoint
encounters a strong unconscious, to which it eventually
has to give way, In this latter case the motive that was
kept in the background now breaks forth; the egotistical
aim in the one case, and the unsubdued passion, the
elemental affect, that throws aside every consideration in
the other.
These observations allow us to see how Jordan observes:
he is evidently preoccupied with the affectivity of the
observed type, hence his nomenclature:'"less emotional"
and " more impassioned ", If, therefore, from the emotional
aspect he conceives the introvert as the passionate, and
from the same standpoint he sees the extravert as the
less impassioned and even as the intellectual, type, he
thereby reveals a peculiar kind of discernment which one
must describe as intuitive. This is why I previously drew
attention to the fact that Jordan confuses the rational
with the perceptional point of view. When he character-
izes the introvert as the passionate and the extravert as
the intellectual, he is clearly seeing the two types from
the side of the unconscious, i.e. he perceives them through the
medium of his unconscious. He observes and recognizes
intuitively: this must always be more or less the case
with the practical observer of men. However true and
profound such an apprehension may sometimes be, it
is subject to a most essential limitation: it overlooks the
living reality of the observed man, since it always judges
him from his unconscious reflexion instead of his actual
presence. This error of judgment is inseparable from
intuition, and reason has always been at loggerheads
with it on this account, only grudgingly acknowledging
its right to existence, in spite of the fact that it must often